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ACCESS IN A BROADER CONTEXT:
An Analysis of College-Going Rates for Recent California High School

* Graduates

THE BROADER CONTEXT

A considerable portion of the Commission's workload since 1974 has
been in the area of student affirmative action and equal educational
opportunity. As a result of various legislative Resolutions,
Commission staff has given attention to issues of equal opportunity
for racial/etbnic minorities, low-income students, part-tinme
students, vomen, the handicapped, and the aging. Enrollment and
scademic policy analyses, segmental plamning, affirmative action
programs, and evaluation activities are all under way in our attempts
to assess and then overcome the underrepresentation of various
pinority constituencies in California higher eoducation. The
focusing of effort on minorities, variously defined, has tended to
overshadow prior concerns of State planners that opportunity for
undergraduate education be made reasonably accessible to all
residents, including those who live outside the major metropolitan
areas. } :

The purpose of the present study is to gain insights into the
college~going behavior of recent high school graduates in the
various counties of the State, as part of the broader assessment of
. the extent to which California residents have access to and equal
opportunity for undergraduate education. Answers were sought to
questions concerning the rates of college-going oun the part of high
school graduates 19 years of age and under -- over time in an attempt
to find out if such rates are declining, and among the various
counties in order to test the assumption that opportunity for some .
type of higher education has mow been equalized in terms of
geography.

Contrary to expectation, no decline was found in the college-going
rate of recent high school graduates in Califormia during the period
studied, 1974 through 1977. Fluctuations occurred during this
period but no overall decline could be inferred. In fact, a very
small increase was found for each segment and overall in 1977,
perhaps as a result of increased student aid from the federal
government and outveach programs for the disadvantaged. It appears
that the college-going rate for California high school graduates 19
and under is about 60 percent, to which should be added the rates of
enrollment in out-of-state institutions and other types of
postsecondary education programs, which are not known at this time.



There are indeed significant differences among the counties in the
college-going rates of recenmt high school graduates. There are also
differences among the counties in rates for each of the segments and
overall. Proximity to a campus of the University of California or
the California State University and Colleges appears to be a

significant determiner of whether a high school-graduate will enroll -

at one of these campuses. This likelihood is increased if the
graduate comes from one of the counties in the San Francisco Bay
Area, or froam one of the other more densely populated counties of the
State. The likelihood that the recent graduate will earoll at a
campus of the University is greater for men than women, but women are
much more likely to enroll at a State University campus. Although
women have been regarded as one of the minorities which are
underrepresented in higher education, the percentage of women 19
years and under who are enrolling as freshmen in higher education in
California is slightly larger than t-at of men.

Several of the major campuses of both the University and the State
University draw their first-time freshmen largely from the counties
in which they are located or from adjacenmt counties. Womea «ppear to
be more likely to earoll at a four-year institution as freshmen if a
campus is in the area where they graduated from high school.
Eligibility for freshman admission to the University and the State
University exceeds rates of enrollment of first-time freshmen
throughout the State. Differences among the counties in percents
eligible for the University are significant, with the San Francisco
Bay Area counties exhibiting the highest rates of eligibility, and
counties with the fewest high school graduates, the smallest.

About three~fourths of the high school graduates 19 and under who go
on to college right away are enrolling in a Community College, com-
pared with about 14 perceat in the State University and 9 percent in
the University. In some counties, particularly those with no Univer-
sity or State University campus, the proportion earolling in
Community Colleges is even higher. While transfer rates camnot be
computed in any meaningful way, trends in the number of transfer
students from Community Colleges show rapid growth during the 1960s
and an uncertain pattern in the mid-1970s, despite continuing growth
in Community College enrollments up until now.

THE STATE'S COMMITMENT TO ACCESS

A basic assumption in higher education planning in Califormia has
been that the State will prov. de access to some type of collegiate
education for all who wish to continue their education beyond high
school, and that students who first emroll in a Community College
will have access to upper division programs in the University and the
State University if they meet standards for transfer. Most




California resideats are now within commuting distance of a
Community College, as a result of the establishment of some thirty-
five new campuses since the 1960 Master Plan for Higher Education in
California. Plans for adding campuses to the University and State
_ University systems, on the other hand, were incorporated into the

1960 Master Plan, with only the California State College at
Bakersfield added subsequently.

The Master Plan recommended a change in the distribution of lower

division students among the segments which would reduce enrollments
in the University and State University, in relation to those at the
upper division and graduate level, and divert some 50,000 students to
the Community Colleges. About 10,000 students were to be diverted by
reducing the eligibility pools for the four-year segments. .

Determination of the means by which the remainder were to be diverted
was left to the segmental governing boards. In any event, Community
College enrollments have increased by almost one million since the

Master Plan, and now account for about three-fourths of the total

enrollment in California's public colleges and universities. l/ Ia
Fall 1977, lower division students represented only 32 percent of the
University's total fall enrollment and only 28 perceant of the State
University's, compared with an estimated 51 perceat in each at the

time of the Master Plan. 2/

All qualified California residents who bhave applied for
undergraduate admission have been accommodated somewhere in the
tripartite system of public higher education since the Master Plan,
although not always on the campus or in the system of their choice.
When there appeared to be problems in accommudating transfer
students in the late 1960s, the Legislature enacted the following
measures into the Education Code:

Chapter 1.6 Admissions:

66200. It has been and continues to be the intent of the
Legislature that all qualified California youth be insured
the opportunity to pursue higher learning.

1/ California State University and Colleges Statistical Abstract
(to July 1977), page 192.

2/ Postseconda Education in California: Information Digest,
1978 (Californmia Postsecondary Education Commission, 1978),
pages 62-63.




66201. It is the intent of the Legislature that each
resident of California who has the capacity and motivation
to benefit from higher education should have the
opportunity to enroll in an institution of higher

-.education. . Once enrolled he should have the cpportunity .
to coatinue as long and as far as hix capacity and
-otivar.ion, as indicated by his academic performance and
commitment to educational advancement, vill lead him to
meet acadenic standards and institutional :eqni:aenu

In the last several years the problexs of space for t:aufer studeats
has diminished on most campuses, in part as a result of declining
demand for transfer admission by Comsunity College ctndents.

In the Commission's Five-Year Plan for rosmcondag Bducation in
California: 1976-1981, State goals for access and: Tetention are very
_general, others :athg: specific. Two examples are the goals to (1)
saximize physical access to educational . iutimiou, .centers, .
programs, or services, and (2) work toward the -equitable
participation of ethnic aminorities and women in the admission and
retention of postsecondary education students. Neither goal lends
itself to direct evalustion, nor are proxies resdily available for
measuring achievement of the more general goal of msximizing access.
Compared with other states, California has gone far in making
opportunity for undergraduate education available throughout the
State, while maintaining "open-door” admissions by means of the
Community Colleges and low cost to thestwdentinbothttho-nity
Colleges and the State University.

Oumsueoftheextenttowhichthemtehsmeeededin
providing equal opportunity for eatry into higher education at the
fresbman level is the incidence of recent high school graduates who
avail themselves of such opportunity, which is the focus of this
mlyus. ‘Such information should be useful in formulating policy
and making decisions aboutthefnrt.he:enhmce-entofaccus, as well

as overall plamning by the Commission in such areas as the provision
of student aid and the review of proposals for off-canpns centers.

SCOPE OF TE. STUDY

The major thrust of this study is the analysis of differences in
college-going rates of youngpeople 19 years of age and under who
~_graduated. from high schools in the varicus California counties.

College-going rates have been computed for a four-year period for
‘Calz.fomn s three public segments and, for Fall 1977, for a sample
of the State's independent colleges and ‘universities. The multi-
yuranalysumperfomedmo:de:toﬁndmvhethe:the:ehas
been a decline in the percentage of young people enrolling in




Californis colleges and universities, as is widely believed. Data

prior to 1974 were not used in the analysis because of a problem of
comparability in the Community College data. The analysis will be

updated annually in an attempt to idemtif; trends and to assess the
impact of program and policy decisions which are expected to affect
“college=going rates; for example, changes in admission standards and
expansion of outreach prograss.

Eligibility for the University and the State University tends to set
an upper limit on college-going rates. Therefore, data from the
Commission's 1976 High School Eligibility Study have been used in
analyzing differences amoag counties in college-going -ates in the
public segments with selective admissions. The use of a relatively
small sample of high school graduates (3.5 percent) in the study
limits the number of counties for which reliable percentages of
eligible students are available. However, there is considerable
varistion among the twenty-three largest counties in both
eligibility and college-going rates. College-going rates are based
on population data, rather than samples, and were computed for all
but the eight smallest counties, which have fewer than two bundred
bigh school graduates per year. Differences among high schools and
school districts in the various counties are also significant in

terms of eligibility and college-going rates and cannot be ignored in

program planning. However, the present analysis is limited to
countywide statistics and to factors related to observed differences
among counties.

A second focus of the anilysis is the flow of transfer students from
Community Colleges to tae University and the State University. No
attempt has been made to compute rates of transfer because of a lack
of information about numbers eligible to transfer (in terms of grade-
point averages, type of program undertaken, and vaits completed) and
oumbers desiring to do so. Proxies such as the number of full-time
students with sophomore standing in the Comaunity Colleges are
unsatisfactory since opportunity to transfer is not limited to this
group of studeats. Therefore, the snalysis is limited to trends in
the flow of students, and to the relationship between that flow and
the proximity of a University or State University campus. Finally,
some analysis is made of the flow of State student aid funds to
students residing (rather than attending college) in the various
counties in 1977, in relation to the numbers of high school graduates
and first-time college and university freshmen from each county.

ACCESS TO WHAT?

A 'listing of California colleges and universities which provide
access of a nonspecialized nature at the freshman level is given in
Appendix A, together with a county map on which the total number of

e




such institutions in each county is shown. The listing is limited to
collegiate institutions which are either candidates for
accreditation or accredited by the Western Association of Schools
and Colleges.

Excluded ¢ fm the liltﬂare lmud-pu:pos e mumimand private,

 poncollegiate postsecondary schools. The latter play & very

important role in providing access to occupational training for
recent high school graduates; they are excluded from the present
analysis solely on the grounds of inadequate information about
oumbers of institutions and current enrollments. The current best
estimate of the total number of such institutions in Californis is
1,500, with sn estimated enrollment of 194,000 students of all ages.
Nearly two-thirds of the earollment is in schools located in Los
Angeles, Orange, and San Diego Counties. Also omitted from the
analysis are postsecondary students enrolled in Regional
Occupational Centers/Programs and other adult education not offered
for college credit.

In the collegiate sector, access is offered to recent high school
graduates at 8 campuses of the University of Californias, 19 campuses
of the California State University and Colleges, 105 California
Community Colleges, and approximately 46 general purpose independent
colleges and universities with regional accreditation (or
candidacy). Counties with the largest aumber of receat high school
graduates tend to have the largest number of collegiate institutions
of all types. The exceptions are Sacramento County, which has fewer
-institutions (4) than might be expected from its rank as sixth
largest, and San Francisco Coun“y, which has more than other counties
(5) with similar nuombers of high school graduates and which ranks
thirteenth largest. Los Angeles County has the largest number of
collegiste institutions (44), followed by San Diego County (15),
Orange County (13), Santa Clars County (11), and Alameda County (10).
Nineteen counties which are rather sparsely populated have no
college campuses within their borders. (See Appendix A.) However, 2
total of 122 off-campus centers were operated by Community Colleges
in 18 of these counties in 1976, with only Alpine County (population
850 in 1977) without a center. (See Appendix E.)

Selective admission standards limit access to the University and the
State University at the freshman level to approximately the top 12.5
and 33.3 percent of California high school graduates, respectively.
These percentages were recommended in the 1960 Master Plan as a means
of raising standards, taking into cousideration the role of the
Commmity Colleges in offering unrestricted admission to high school
graduates and preparing transfer students for upper division study
at baccalaureate institutions.

10




The following admission requirements were in effect during the years
for which participation and eligibility rates bave been computed: 3/

University of California

" All University of Californis campuses bhave the sime

undergraduate eligibility requiresents for admission which
take into consideration the pattern of high school courses
taken, the grades received in those courses and score
reports on the College Entrance Examination Board (CEEB)
tests. '

Normally, applicaats must have completed ten high school
units with at least a B average: three ysars of English
composition and literature; ocoe year of United States
history; two years of college preparatory matbematics; one
year of laboratory science; two years of oue foreign
language; and an advanced course in either mathematics,
foreign language or science. Students with averages
between 3.00 and 3. osm:atuuauulmofz,sooor
mmmmmucwmﬂermmm
Achievement Tests. test scores sust. be mhnitud by

‘all applicants.

Applicants who do not meet subject or gude requiruent:
or who have other irregularities in their secondary school
records may be admitted on the basis of high examination
scores alone. Entrance requirements are somewhat higher
for non-Californis residents.

California State University and Colleges

Ao amlican* who is a graduate of a California high school
sust have a grade-point average and composite score on the
ACT or total score on the SAT which places him among the
upper one-third of California high school graduates. The
table below is used in determining the admissions

eligibility of such applicants. Grade-point averages are
based on work completed in the last three years of high
school, exclusive of physical education and military

Changes in the requirements have been approved by the Board of
Regents which will go into effect in 1979. They include a
fourth year of high school English and use of the adwissions
test to determine the eligibility of a larger group of studeats
than at preseat. Furthermore, applicants now have the option of
submitting scores on the ACT admissions test.
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except th.e anward cmpus a:e, O

reat: A 'The group iacludes two' caqns (

largest numbers of first-time freshmen 19 and under (Long Bes 5

Horthridge, with about 2,600 each), and two of the five cupuau with_f :

_the snl)lest nunbers (Dom.nguez Hills with 204 lnd San chrdino
thh 260 .

,,,,,

At the other extreme, in terms of d:.veuity of studcnf. o:igiu, are:;_ |
~the Saccamento campus, which draws only 53 pc:ccnf. of its first-time
. freshmen from Sacramento County, and the Chico, Hulboldt, Sonoma,

~and San Luis Obispo campuses, none of which draws a large percentage

of its students from the county in which it is located. The Sonoma |
campus enrolled the smallest number of young, first-time. fruh'.n 19

and under in 1977 (163), followed by Bakersfield (198, 83 percest of

- whom came from Kern County), and Stanislans (202, 59 percent of whon‘ ‘
caue :Eron Stam.slaus and Herced Countxes) -

SJ.ze 'of _t’he‘ie,ntenng freshnan class and\sqt_xrcea of first-tine fgesh-

thev" cu_ssion of access, oppormm.ty, and college-gomg rat.e.s wh:l.ch .
follows. : Sl

R R

ANAI.YSIS OF COLI.EGE-GOING RATES




college in California. The resulting college-going rates should be

' regardcd as estimates since there was no follow-up ‘of 'specific
| iadividuals vho moved from high school to college each year. The
| of 311 first-time freshmen vho were 19 years old at eatrance, sopeof

- whom' P bably :graduated from high school. a year or two earlier. The ' ' -
- computations were made from data which are reported annually to the -
' State Department of Finance.  Extensive efforts were made to obtain .
~  correct. information from State-level offices and mpuscs where
-~ inspection of the data showed improbable numbers.. -~ - . SRR

" The percentage of recent graduates of California high schools who
" enroll in California colleges and universities bas not been known
- until now because of the heterogeneity of the first-time freshzan -
population on which such computations are usually made. 'This -

- population includes students who have been out of school for some
' time (6 percent of the first-time freshmen in the State University
~and as many as 50 percent of those in the Community Colleges), and
students who graduated from high schools in other states or who
completed secondary education in another covatry. R

. The analysis of participation rates over a four-year period, from
-1974 through 1977, shows that. slightly more than 5 percent of the
 recent high school graduates enroll at the University, somevwhat less
than 8 percent at the State University, and about 43 percent at the
Community Colleges, for a total of about ‘56 ‘percent in the three
public segments of higher education. Of the recent high school L
graduates enrolled in ome of the three public segments of higher R
education, about 77 percent are in Community Colleges, 14 perceat in '
' the State University, and 9 percent in the University. - With
incomplete data, we have determined that at least 3.6 percent are
 enrolled st independent California 'colleges apd universities.
-~ Changes in college-going rates in the public segments since 1974
_ appear to have been smsll, perhaps the result of random errors in .
' reporting or chance fluctuations, or both. In any case, there ismo
.~ . evidence of a real decline in college-going rates for high school - o
.. graduates 19 and under.- It appears more likely that there was a
. 'slight increase in 1977, over 1974 through 1976. The declige in the '
" aumber of high school gradustes which is occurring as a result of
. declining birth rates in the 1960s will of course result in a _smaller -
. pumber of young, first-time freshmen, unless the college-going rate
" increases substantially. . = R R

: ";‘D'fiffereﬁcves’" AmongThe“cb_Un'i:ii’e's'f\“ B RE )

. P'_efii:ent:a"geg:‘of recent hi_g‘h»s:cliboll_ graduatesmeach ‘county who en-
rolled in the various segments of California higher education in 1974

o - thro‘ughlf 1977 are #isplayed in Appeadix B. _Cohnt‘i"es' are ordered in-
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terns of the total number of high school graduates, from largest to

- ' smallest. Los Angeles County alone accounts for more than 30 percent

" of all California high school graduates. The combined total for Los
‘Angeles, Orange, San Dz.ego, and Santa Clara Counties represents 53

.' . percent -of the graduates, and the ten largest of the fifty-eight ‘
. counties produce 74 percent . .of the graduates. Thus, statewide per- -

S centages are heavily weighted by a very few count:.es, with greatest

 -weight by those in Sonthern Calx.form.a. :

- ‘D:.fferences among the count:l.es in college-go:.ng rates in each of the

segments, and overall, are significant. They range from a high of at
. least 60 percemnt for ln.gh school graduates from Contra Costa, San

Francisco, Marin, Monterey, and Orange Counties, to a low of SO
.-percent or less for graduates from Humboldt, Riverside, Placer,
_Butte, and San Bernardino Counties, as well as for thoae fron nine of
the smallest counties for wh:.ch college-going rates conld be

computed.

Counties with the largest percentage of students enrolling in the
University of California are Marin, 11 percent; Yolo, about 10
percent; Contra Costa, 9 percent; San Francisco, 8 percent, and
Alameda, 7 percent. University campuses are located in Alameda and
Yolo Counties, and students are able to commute to the Berkeley
campus from Contra Costa, Marin, and San Francisco Counties. No
State University campus is located in Marin or Contra Costa County,
which may account for their higher college-going rates in the
University. Although University campuses are also located in Los
Angeles, Orange, San Diego, Riverside, Santa Barbara, and Santa Cruz
Counties, comparatively small percentages of the residents enroll as
freshmen on their "home" campuses. Very low college-going rates in
the University were found for Fresno and Stanislaus Counties (less
than 2 perceant each); Kern, San Joaquinm, and Sonoma . Counties (2
percent each); and for most of the smallest counties. Sacramento
County produced a college-going rate of less than 4 percent, although
" .the Davis. campus of the Um.versrty is w:.th:.n commuting d:.stance.

‘j ! szferences among the count:.es in State Univers:.ty college-gomg
' rates are at least as large as those found for the University. The .

. highest rates were obtained for Fresno and San Francisco Counties
' (more than 12 percent each), and for Los Angeles, Santa Clara, San
" Luis Obispo, Butte, Yolo, and Madera Counties (about 10 percent.
~each). State University campuses are located in each of these
- counties except Yolo and Madera, where many of the residents are
within comuung distance of a campus. While campuses are also
‘located in Sonoma, Stanislaus, and San Bernardino Counties,
relatively small percentages of local high school graduates enroll -
‘there as freshmen (3, 5, and 6 percent, respectively). The list of

~.counties with college-gomg rates of less than 4 percent is large.

, ‘Among the most populous counties with low rates are Ventura, San
o Joaqum, Tulare, Santa Cruz, Placer, Shasta, Imper:.al and Napa. o
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In several counties,: collége-going rates for the Community Colleges '

' were at least 50 percent in 1977. These are, ‘for the most part,;

counties in which no University or State University campus is located
‘(or nearby) but in which a Community College campus or off-campus
_center(s), or both, are located. ' These counties are San Joaquin,
‘Monterey, Stanislaus, Merced, Shasta, Yuba, Lassen, and Sutter. No
Comaunity College campus is located in Sutter County but it was
served in 1976 by twenty-two off-campus centers offering forty-six .
courses for credit, under the jurisdiction of Yuba College. About
half of the Community College college-going rates are between 40 and

49 percent, with relatively few below 40. Three counties with rates -

below 40 percent are Santa Clara, Humboldt and Butte, each of which
has both State University and Community College campuses, and Yolo,
with 3 University campus but with only Community College off-campus
centers at this time. Other counties with low college-going rates
are rather sparsely populated and with small Community Colleges or
simply off-campus centers. -

Factors Related To Differences

As was pointed out earlier, eligibility rates set one kind of limit
on enrollment in the University of California and the Californmia
State University and Colleges. Appendix D displays both eligibility
and college-going rates for 1975 for the twenty-three counties with
reasonably large samples analyzed in the Commission's Eligibility
Study. Differences in rates between the twenty-three large and
thirty-five small counties are more striking for the University than
for the State University. Fifteen percent of the high school
graduates in the combined group of large counties were eligible for
the Uziversity and 5.5 percent emrolled, compared with 10 percent
eligible and 2.5 percent enrolled for the combined group of small
counties. Comparable percentages for the State University are 35
eligible and 7.6 enrolled for the large counties, and 33 eligible and
6.0 enrolled for the small counties. Thus, the probability of being
eligible for and enrolling in the University of California is much
higher for high school graduates from large counties than from small
ones. o o Lo

In peither the University nor the State University does the number of
first-time freshmen 19 years old and under approach the number of .
high school graduates estimated to be ‘eligible for freshman
admission. However, there is a positive relationship ‘between the two
variables for the largest counties. With the exception of Scaoma

County, which has a ‘very high eligibility rate for both the
University and the State University but low college-going rates,

counties with high eligibility rates for the University tend to yield

high college-going rates as well, while those with low eligibility
also_‘ yield low college-going rates. Motivation (or expectation of
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. fattend;ng the Um.vers:.ty) is nndonbtedly a szgm.f:urent factor

» relating eligibility and college-going rates. The relationship
' between eligibility and coliege-going rates is ‘very weak for the
- State Um.versxty, however.  Low eligibility is mpart the result of =

hrgh school seniors not tahng the admissions test required by the' =

State Um.vers:.ty because of a lack of information or interest in -

- attending. For example, San Joaqm.n and Ventura Counties, neither of

| which has a State Umiversity campus within its boundaries, display

" low eligibility and college-going rates. Sonoma County, on the other ,
~ hand, has the highest percentage of eligible students among the

; ',ﬁ.fty-e:.ght counties, but one of the lowest colle, -going cates.

" Both proximity to and preference for particular campuses appear to be

- ‘strong sources of variance ip (Le county rates for the State
University system.

Counties with the highest Commmnity College college-going rates have
little other higher education opportunity available within their
boundaries. In these counties, between 85 and 95 percent of the
recent higk school graduates who go to college in California commence
_their studies in a Commmity College. Some of the larger counties in
this group are Lassen, Yuba, Shasta, Merced, ‘San Joaquin, and Sutter
(which has only off-canpns centers) Other counties with lower rates
but with wost of the college-going high school graduates enrolled in
Community Cclleges are Imperial, Napa, Placer, San Benito, Siskiyou,
Solano, Sonoma, Stanizlaus, Tehama, Tuolumne, and Ven

Appendix E summarizes available information abcur off-campus_centers
in counties with no Community College campus. In 1975 there were 136

such centers reported to the Commission, located in 19 counties, with

923 credit courses offered and a total headcount enrollment of more
than 11,000 students. No information is available concerning the
ages or objectives of the students, or the nature of the courses
offered (except as credit or noncredit). However, it appears that
the existence of off-campus centers with large numbers of offerings
for credit emcourages Community College attendance on the part. of
recent high school graduates, whether at the center or the home

campus. The annual enrollment reports made to the Commission by the

" California Community Colleges do not distinguish between on- and
off-campus enrollments at this time. The new Commission study of
off-campus operations to be conducted as a result of language in the
~ 1978-79 Budget Act should add to our knowledge of the role of these
' ‘centers in equalizing opportnm.ty for recent high school gndnates

Appendn }‘ dz.splays connr.yw:.de mfomt:.on for selected count:.es

" with high and low college-going rates. The educational information

includes number of collegiate institutions in . .the county, the
segment(s) for which high college-going rates were found, and the

- percentages. of students eligible for admission as freshmen to the =
Un:.versn:y of Cal:.form.a and the State Um.vers:.ty and Colleges In _—




: addinon, the tab].e contains percentages of the countypopnhtion
" that are (1) ethnic/racial minorities, (2) unemployed, and (3) with

’»fmly mconebelowthepovertylevelandatoraboveSlSOOOper: o
"year Per capita personal income is also shown for each-county,
using 1970 data. : Statewide . percentages (for all fifty-eight .
conntxes)andmgesofpetcentages arealsothsplayedmthetable.

'Anobvious conclmxontobedmwnfro-thecomtydatazsthat
; g -going rates for counties are related to a complex set of
_,factoxs ‘which sometimes cancel each other out.. Ingeneral, counties. .
' with thousands of high school gudutuhzvehtgecpercenugu SR
enrolling in college than those with only hundreds. Snchcomieo
~ are for the most part densely populated (Sanl‘mc:.sco, Orange,
Alameda, and Santa Clara) and likely to have several options for
higher education available to recent high school graduates.
. However, several of these same counties with high college-going
rates also have high percentages of minorities -- for example,
Alameda, San Francisco, Monterey, and Santa Clara -- andpercentage-
offa-ilieobelwthepovertylevelwhicharehid:er
sutevideavenge.

Counr.ieo wvith high college-going rates al:o mclnde sevenl with low
percentages of ethnic/racial minorities in their popuht:.on (Marin
and Orange), a large percentage of families with income at or above.:
$15,000 (Marin, Orange, and Contra Costa), and low unemployment
(Santa Barbara, Orange, and Monterey). Marin, Contra Costs, and
Monterey Counties have no campus of the University or the State
University within their boundaries, but high school graduates 19 and
under appear to have the resources and motivation to emroll im
college in any case. Percentages of minorities and low-income
students, by county, who enroll in higher edncauon institutions
after h:.gh scbool are not m:.lable. : ,

Count:.ec with low college-gomg rates are genetally qm.r.e spatsely
- populated, with the. exception of Santa Cruz. - Family income below the
- poverty level appears to be noreh:.g‘ﬂy related to low college-gomg’
 rates than level of ethmic/racial nnonty rep:esentatzon in the. =
population. Each of the "low college-going rate" counties in =
Co Fhuahxgherpercmtageoffnﬂiesthhmeo.ebelwthe.
- poverty level than the statewide percentage, and a lower percentage =
of families with income above $15,000. Eerapitainconeforeach
: comtyiswenbelowthemtewzde ﬁgn:e, althonghthepe:cmtageof: ‘
- unemployed residents varies considerably from county to county.
~ Although ‘four-year - institutions are locaf.ed ‘in several of the
sparsely populated comt:.es, as well as Comty(:oneges, it'is
quite possible that access is not available to mauy: resxdents who
" live beyond commuting ‘distance of a campus and may not have family
: nconswhchwouldenablethmtohvemyfxonhomemorderto
. attend college. | : , ‘

,,,,,,,



| Sax Differences in COTlege-Gomg Rates L |
. :mllage-gomg rates were conputed for men and women, separately, for

. 1977. Although women are regarded as an "underrepresented” group in

‘ hzgheteduauon,themlyszsshowsthatmwhoare:emthghﬁ
- school g:adnates attend college at a slightly higher rate than men,
overall and in the State University and the Community Colleges.
Hmver,theumollmtmtheﬂnzmtyusl:ghtlylmthan'
 that found for men. Proximity to a czmpus of the University and/or
.the -State University appears to be a factor producing a higher rate

for v men in several counties. For example, Sacramento County, vith N an

easy access to campuses in all of the public segments, produced a
college-going rate of 58 percent for women, but only 52 perxceant for
men. Yolo County, which has a University campus at Davis, also
produced a significantly higher college-going rate for women than
for men. Fresnn, San Francisco, Kern, and Humboldt Counties, all of
vwhich have State University campuses, al:o showed high college-gomg
rates for women in that system. On the other hand, lower rates for
women than men were found for Venturs, San Joaqu:in Marin, and
Monterey, among the larger counties in which there is no Um.veruty
or State University campus.

szferences among the counties in Community College rates for men and
women camnot be explained by information now available. Some
counties show significantly higher rates for men than for women, for
example, San Mateo, San Joaquin, Stanislans, and Merced, although
the statewide rate is slightly higher for women. In a few connt:.es,
accurate data could not be obtained for 1977 and figures in
parentheses are for 1976.

morsrmrrmucmm

Information about rec:.p:.en:s of student financial aid is rather
limited in terms of its usefulness in the present analysis of access.
Append:dezsplaysthed;stnbnt;onofmmdsmdertheth:ee
major programs administered by the California Studeat Aid
Co-:.snon. As in other displays, themfomuonugroupedby '
" county, f:onhxgestbomllestmtemofmbe:ofhghschool

graduates. Unlike other tables, the percentages in each column sum
t0.100. The entries for each county should be interpreted in the
following manner, using Los Angeles as an example: .Spacmtof
all first-time freshmen used in computing the co going rates

graduated from high school in Los Angeles Couvaty, and 36.7 percent of

~ all new State Scholarship awards were made to students from Los

 Angeles County,  together with 44.2 percent of the College
Opportunity Gtant awards and 35.6 percent of the Occupational

- Education and Training Grant awards. If all factors relating to
' edncat.ioul opportmity were equal (wlu.ch is obv:.onsly not tme), ve




"*':;‘,:ligh:expectthepemugeofmrdstobeequltothepa:centagef; |
Aofenronmtsforuchcounty. R T -

o ‘ma:eare diffe:ences anong the count:.es wh:.ch re].ate to de-ogrtylnc.ﬁ.

o 3 . ‘ e md e ko o e
" mmwwu co-pautivelyhigh, asnthel’.os ngeles

tofindsnchahuk"conege-aomntesimakrge
-‘nﬂerdwmﬁitimmlqaudhmw

md(z)stndentneedfuschohrshpaidino:derwtﬁeadvanttge
of the opportunity offered. While Cal Graut A is called a3 ;
- "gcholarship” program, needy applicants are not screened st present
onthebuisofaaded.cpezfom(highschoolmduandtutv
scores). At the same time, Cal Grant A does not provide funds for
subsistence or other personal expenses. Thus it seems likely that
some students in Los Angeles. mdSon!’mcncowhom]cc-zte;to,
independent colleges and mversities are more likely 10 seek the

of family income. Atelat:.velyh:gepercem:eofmr-hmahoi,

made to students in Ventura County, fxo.wlnchunystnden‘ co-;te
to mnt.uum in Los Angeles.

TheCollegeOpporcmtmetprogn- (CalG:antB) tho
encourage disadvantaged students to earoll in college and provides -
funds for subsistence, but not tuition, in the freshman yesr. At -
lesst 51 percent of new awards must be made to students enrolling in
3. Community College, with funds for tumition and. fees provided after
~such mdents transfer to £onr-yur instinmons. Relauv ylarxe

hnveahighpercenngeofthe latio vhichu
or-smmd,whleSmedmhsahghpemenngemchis
- black or.other minority..Los.Angeles. is, o :Econue,ato:mthe .
'-’fmtewidepe:centagesformmnuesmnuﬂyowthirdofthe\
‘popnhtionofthesutereudesthere ‘ S '

'AmdsnndertheOccupanonaIEducationandImmingGmtpmgnl :
(Cal Grant C) are made to students in private pc ry ‘schools
and Co-mnty Colleges for tuition, fees, and related ‘instructional
. expenses. Comparatively high percentages ofm:dsmendemwﬁ.
W’tostndentsml’.osAngeles Alaneda,,andSononaComies,andto

rate in independent institutions. Iti:notfl"‘




Append:.de:.splays thenost receutmfomtmuowmzlz‘bleonthe ;
_ flow of Commmnity College transfer students (1976 fortheUnivenzty T

‘toequl:zeoppomty for recent!nghscbool ' SR
 populated counties, in which :ehtxvely s-anc«mm.ty(:ouegs ot '

interest in vocational-technical edncation among residents of thesei
counties than in "higher" education, at least among blue colht
workers.

oommmcomssmnmsrwms"

Percentages of students transferring fro- Co-:nity Colleges to the?
University of California and the California State University and -
Colleges are relatively meaningless since the pool of eligible
students is unknown. Most students could become eligible to transfer . =
to the State University if they enrolled in a Commmnity College long
enough to earn 56 units with a grade-point average of 2.0 (C) or
. better, if they had not been eligible for freshman admission whea

they graduated from high school. Students who were so eligible msy
transfer to either the University or the State University at any time
with a grade-pomt average of 2.0. Transfer to the Un:.versz.ty of
California is somewhat more difficult for "ineligibles,” since they
must have a grade-point average of 2.4 in the CO-nm.ty College and

remove most subject deficiencies incurred in high school. Stated
more simply, most Community College students could-qualify for
‘transfer into some baccalaureate . progras if :heynersutedmthg .
CO-mn:.t:y College for abont two years and earned satisfactory

.mdu

and 1977 for the State University), together with an :.nd‘.ation of " ,
' nearest campuses to the Community Colleges. ‘Historical ‘data on the
ﬂwoftrmferstudmtsareduphyedmwxl t.ogeth:ru:u:h;
information conc_emngthegrowthofthefx:st-ti-e frechnnchu
over time. Itzsappuentfro.thedatam@enduﬂthatw
relatively few Community College students axe ‘transferring to the
University of California, statewide and particularly from smaller
districts which do not have a four-year institution within their = ¢
_boundaries. Butte College provides a good example of the: flowof -
tmnsfers, in compax:zson uth Cabnllo CollegemSantaC:uzCom:y--' '



' Only 12 students transferred from Butte College to the University of
California in 1976, compared with 364 to California State University
at Chico, which is within commuting distance for most itudents from
Butte College. In fact, 80 percent of the Butte College students who
transfer to a public four-year imstitutionm do so to California State
University at Chico. On the other hand, Cabrillo College in Aptos is
not within reasonable commuting distance of a State University

campus and substantially fewer students transfer to one. The nearest
"campus, San Jose State University, drev only 38 perceat of the

transfers from Cabrillo to the State University system in 1977.

California at Sants Cruz, which accounts for nearly two-thirds of the
. relatively large number of Cabrillo students transferring to the .
- University system.

Other statistics of some interest will be found in Appendix H.
Examples are the 81 percent of the transfer group from Grossmont
 College and the 84 percent from the San Diego Community College .
District which transferred to San Diego State University; the 86
percent which transferred from the Ssn Jose Comauaity College
District to San Jose State University; and the 85 percent which
transferred from the State Center Community College District (the
Fresno area) to California State University at Fresno. The reader is
cautioned against interpreting these statistics as "percents of
College X students who transfer to College Y." Instead, they
' represent the percent of the transfer group from College X which
- transfers to College Y. About one-third of the colleges and
districts listed in Appendix H do not have a State University campus
to which their transfer students might reasonably commute. The
proximity of such campuses appears to increase the flow of transfer
students from Commuunity Colleges, except in the case of a few,
relatively small State University campuses.

Appendix I displays changes in the volume of Community College

~ transfer students over time, in relation to the size of the first-
" time freshman class from California high schools. Rather rapid
 growth in the number of Community College transfer students in the
State University took place between 1965, a few years after the
Master Plan recommendations were adopted, and 1972, when compuisory
“military service ended. No regular growth can be observed after 1972
~and it is possible that a decline is actually. taking place. A
decline would not have been expected this early since there had been
' no decline two years earlier in the enrollment of potential transfer
students in the Community Colleges.

The first-time freshman group has increased much more slowly than the
transfer group in both segments and shows less evidence of leveling
off after 1972, particularly in the State University system. It
should be noted that Statistics in Appendices H and I are for

21~
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students of all ages, rather than only those 19 and under, for whom
data were displayed in the other appendices. Finally, atteation is
called to the differing ratios of first-time freshmen to transfer
students in the two segments. In 1976, the last year for which data
for both segments are available, the transfer student group is less
than half the size of the first-time freshman class in the
University, but the transfer group is 1.4 times the size of the
first-time freshman class in the State University.

- SUMMARY AND*CONCLUSIONS =~ —

"Access" aad "equal opportunity" were not concepts which the 1960
Master Plan for Higher Education in California dealt with as either
problems or goals. However, the primary task of the Survey Team for
the Master Plan was to obtain a "formula" that would "provide
abundant collegiate opportunities for qualified young people” aad at
the same time "guard the state and state funds against unwarranted
expansion and unhealthy competition among the segments of public
higher education."” In 1970 the Legislature adopted a specific
statement of intent that all qualified California youth be assured
the opportunity to enroll in an institution of higher education.
Furthermore, the Legislature approved Resolutions in 1974 and
subsequently relating to the needs of various minority groups for
access and equal opportunity. The latter problem is being addressed
by Commission staff elsewhere in a series of reports on affirmative
action and equal opportunity. The present analysis focuses on
questions of access to higher education for recent graduates of high
schools in the various counties of the State, that is, California
young people 19 years old and under. ‘

Estimates of college-going rates were obtained by dividing numbers
of first-time freshmen who were 17 and under by numbers of high
school graduates in the same year. Rates were computed for each
county and each of the public segments of higher education from 1974
through 1977. College-going rates were computed for men and women
.separately in 1977, and for independent colleges: and universities.
County rates were related to eligibility rates for the University of
California and the California State University and Colleges,
‘location of institutions, the flow of State studeat aid funds, and
various demographic variables. Statistics were also compiled for
transfer students from the Community Colleges. o

There are significant differences among the counties in college-
going rates for each of the segments and overali. Location of one or
more four-year institutions within the county or in an adjacent .
county appears to be a major factor affecting the college-going rate.’
Other important factors are population size and density, and family
income level (percentages below the povarty level and at or above
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$15,000). Women achieved a college-going rate at least as high as
that found for men 19 years old and under, although women are

somevhat underrepresented in the freshmen class in the University
system. Proximity to a four-year college campus appears to a more
important factor to women than to men in deciding about going to
college, particularly in the State University systenm.

Changes in college-going rates were small during the four-year
period for which data were analyzed, with no obvious trend. The
finding of little change in the rates for the University and State
University between 1974 and 1977 is consistent with findings from

" “'similar analyses for prior years, which showed very little change

over time. The population studied was of course limited to first-
time freshmen 19 years and under who graduated from California high.
schools; out-of-state students aad those who moved to California
after graduating from high school were excluded. Increases in rates
or changes in the distribution of students among the segments, or
both, might have been expected during the period studied because of
the vastly increased amount of studeant aid available for both
subsistence and tuition and fees through the federal Basic
Opportunity Grant program, together with new affirmative action
plans and outreach programs. However, no evidence was found that
changes have occurred in the college-going rates as a result of the

new or augmented programs. |

The eligibility rates for freshman admission to the University and
the State University also vary considevably among the counties. In
the case of the University, the percentages eligible in the small
counties tend to be much lower than those found for counties with the
largest numbers of high school graduates. It is possible that
students in counties with few high school graduates lack information
about or interest in preparing for University admission and thus do
not have the pattern of courses required by the University (but not
the State University) for freshman admission.

Independent colleges and universities appear to increase substan-
tially the college-going rates for high school graduates in the
geographic areas in which the campuses are located, but draw com-
paratively few California students from other counties. State
Scholarship winners also tend to come from counties in which
independent institutions or University campuses, or both, are
located, at which they use their awards for tuition and fees.
College Opportunity Grant (COG) winners, on the other hand, come from
both urban and rural counties with concentrations of minority and
otherwise disadvantaged students. The COG awards may be used for
subsistence but not tuition and fees in the freshman year, and at
least half the recipients must enroll in a Community College. Thus
the two student aid programs funded by the State have different
impacts on college-going rates for the various counties.
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Community Colleges are providing opportunity for higher education
for a large majority of the California students who attend college
after graduating from high school, particularly in counties outside
the major metropolitan areas. It is not known at this time whether
such students prefer Community Colleges over other types of inmsti-
tutions, or do not really have a choice. Student aid helps insure
that choice is available to students with financial need, particu-
‘larly under the relatively new Basic Opportunity Grant program,
vhich provides funds for subsistence. It vill be importaat to

~__monitor changes in college-going rates and patterns as more money and =~

better information are available concerning student aid prograss.

Community College transfer students constitute a significant segment
of the  undergraduste student body in the University and -State
University systems, although numbers are small in comparison with
total Community College enrollments. Proximity to.a four-year col-
lege campus appears to be an important factor in Comsunity College
student transfer, particularly in the State University systeam.
Eligibility to transfer is probably no barrier for most Community
College students who wish to continue to the baccalaureate degree at
the University or State University. However, availability of
student aid for subsistence expenses after transfer may have been a
problem until recently, when transfer students became eligible for
Basic Opportunity Grants. In any event, the data at hand do not
permit one to make any judgment concerning whether Community College
transfers have full opportunity to complete baccalaureate degrees,
as was intended in the Magter Plan in 1960, and by the Legislature in
1970.

The current analysis of college-going rates and related factors is

the first of what is expected to be an annual report on trends and
changes. \ ‘
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APPENDIX A

Listing by County of California Community Colleges, California
State Unfversity and Colleges, and University. of Ca'!iforn'la
Capusa, Together With Selected Independent Lusttzu:im

Explanatory Notes

1. mmmupraddbyaéditonucomtym
vhichshm:hccoun:iuinmonuudmmc
of ins:icntiou in each connf.y.~ .

2. The :Lndcpcndoat institutions which are listed are
general-purpcse colleges and universities with under-
graduate students, a~d are candidates for accredita-
tion or accredited .y the Western Association of
Schools and Colleges.
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# Figure within each county denotes number
of collegiate institutions
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PRRIL A

* Listing by Gounty of Califoenta Commty Colloges, Cliforsha
s tnfveraity and Colleges, and Unfversity of Cltorsa

Compuses, Together Nith Selected Independent Institutions

Californis Californa State ‘
County Community University | ot
Colleges tod Colleges | California
Alaneda Paralta Colleges (4) | Hayward Dackeley
Ohlone
Butte Butte Chico ' |
Contra Costa Contza Costa
Colleges &)
El Dorado Lake Tahoe
Presno State Center Fresno
Colleges (2)
West Hills
Humboldt Redvoods - Husboldt
Inperial Inperial Valley
Kern Tern County Bakerafield
Colleges (2)
taft
Lassen Lassen




Marin

R

Californda State
Undversity
and Colleges

¥t. San Antonio
Pasadens

Rio Hondo
Canyons

Santa Monica

Marin Colleges (2)

Nendocino
Mexced

Los Angeles
Loag Deach

Noethridge

Doniogues Bills

Univeraity
California

Los Angeles

Independent
Colleges and
Mmeu

Anbassador College

| Atuss Pactlic
| Blols

blﬂmu !ncmu

‘.,I-mhu Inrt
L Yoo |

s m,.mm:

'.m:-m» ardes
LB Ml M"

Northrop Uaversity
Occidental

b
‘Mmityo!smlm

Californla
Vest Coast Mvmtty
hittier

Doninican College
of San Rafael -




California
Comunity
Colleges

California State
University

aod Colleges

Sacramento

San Bernardino

Moaterey Peninsula
Bartoell

Napa

| oot coltoges (0
| Yoeth Ocange (2)
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APPENDI XB

= Percentages of Recent High School Graduates Enrolling n Each

of Cal H'ornia Higher Education by County and Year (1974-1 977

Explanatory hotu

m percentages are estimates of t:hc colhsc-so:lnc rates for
rcu:uzhschoolzradu:uinmhof:hcfmwof
California higher education. The percentages were obtained

by dividing the numbers of students who were 19 years of age

or under vhen they enrclled ss first-time freshmen, by the
mbcsofhizhschoolgtadutu in June of the same Year,
for each county and statewide. Both part- and full-time
students vere included in the computation of :hc participa-
tion rates.

Numbers of h:l.gh school graduates, by count:y, were obtained
from annual reports prepared by the State Department of
Education for both public and private high schools.

First-time freshman enrollment data for the thru public
segments vere cbtained from annual reports on sources of

-smm&mmuuctqui:dmpmcfot the
: Sta:e Dcpartma: of ?inancc. _

Data for indapcndcnt collczes and mive:zitiu mc obtaine_d |
by means of a speciazl request for assistance made by the

 Association of Independent California ‘Colleges and Univer-
sities on July 5, 1978. Forty-onc {nstitutions responded
with information about the origins of their first-time
freshmen. The forty-one institutions enrolied more than

75 percent of the total undergraduate enrollment in inde-
‘:pendent California insticut:lons in 1977._ - o

Infomtion abou: che collcgc-zoing rates in the independem: 8

:I.nm:l.tutions :Ls not wholly conpcrablc to that obtained for ;




3.

*

ublic segments since some institutions could provide
only 2ip codes for their students' home addresses, rather
than codes for the h:l.gh schools from vh:l.ch thd.r stuloa:t

the couney of‘origin of their first-time fruhun. o

Ama hc:l.fic College Piuc 6011.3. -

California Baptist College’ Point Loma: 6011030

Califoruia College of : "Pomons COIIm
~ . Arts sod Crafts _Saint Marys CO]J.cgo 3

California Institute of Iochnology San Francisco Conservatory -

Califoraia Lutherzn College: . of Musde e

Claremcut Mens College ‘Scripps College - R

Chapman College -Simpson College - e

College : Southern Cslifornia Collage

College of Holy Names Southern California 6011030

College of Hotre Dame of Optometry .

Dominican College Stanford University )

Fresno Pacific College United States International

Harvey Mudd College University ‘

Bumphreys College University of the ‘Pacific

Immaculate Heart College University of San Francisco

La Verne College University of San Diego -

Loma Linda University of Santa Clara

Los Angeles Baptist College University of s«:uthctn

Loyola-Marymount University California

Marymount Palos Verdes College Westmont COJ.lcgc

Occidental College Whittier College

Facific Union College Woodbury University

Pepperdine University

Information is arranged 'so that counties with the hrgut Aum-
bers of high school graduates appesr first. No percautages are
shown for the eight counties with the smallest numbers of high -
school graduates s:lnce such percentages are mcl:hblc. ‘




APPENDIX B

Percentages of Recent High School Graduates Enrolling
~1n Each Segment of California Higher Education
by Coanty and Year (1974-1977) :

Number

Pcrmugc Enroiling as Frcsm 1a%

1977

o 9.'793

o -
O
=

Year | of H.S. T i
| Grads. uc | csuc ccC : Ind
- Los Angeles |1974 | 90,817 5.7% 8.6  38.5%
: ' 1975 91,048 6.2 9.2 41.1
11976 | 88,607 6.9 9.7 36.1 -
11977 | 86,439 5.9 10.0 40.5 - 56.4
1974 | 25,206 5.3 - 7.7 45.3 -~ 58.3
1975 | 27,079 5.3 7.4 &4.3 57.0
1976 | 27,200 5.2 7.9 46.1 59.2
1977 | 26,921 5.4 8.2 47.8 61.4
San Diego 1974 | 20,456 5.0 6.6 40.9 52.5
1975 | 20,412 5.6 6.0 44.3 55.9
1976 | 19,547 5.4 6.3 46.4 58.1
1977 | 20,388 5.7 z.9 44.9 56.5
Santa Clara {1974 ; 17,430 5.8 10.4 39.7 55.9
1975 | 17,829 5.7 9.2 45.7 60.6
1976 | 17,856 5.5 10.2 39.3 35.0
1977 | 17,630 5.8 10.5 38.6 54.9
1974 | 14,167 7.2 9.2 40.2 56.6
1975 | 14,513 6.9 8.8 43.4 59.1
1976 | 14,355 6.4 8.9 42.4 57.7
1977 | 14,176 6.8 9.0 41.5 57.3
Sacramento 1974 | 11,106 ‘3.3 6.6 42.1 52.0
1975 | 11,202 3.8 6.8 42.7 53.3
1976 | 10,774 3.5 6.0 42.1 $1.6 -
1977 | 10,756 3.6 6.6 44.5 55.1
v 1974 | 10,230 2.7 4.7 - 40.6 48.0
Bernardino {1975 | 10,509 | 2.7 5.2 40.7 . 48.6
1976 | 10,525 2.9 5.5 39.9 48.3
1977 9,954 2.9 6.0 40.3 49,2
- Comntra Costa ! 1974 9,88 | 9.0 8.4 43.9 61.3
‘ ‘ 1975 | 9,687 9.4 7.5 44.2 61.1
1976 | 9,593 | 8.7 7.3 - 44.7 . 60.7
8.8 7.6  44.3 60.7
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, Perceatage Earolling as Freshmen in® v
of R.S. | Total Granmd
] Grads. | ©C cstC CCC | Ind. ‘Public Total
1,560 1.82 11.3z 37.72 — 50.8 -
1,477 1.7 11.1 38.2 = | 510 ==
1,557 2.1 10.1 ~ 45.6 - 57.8 == Y
1,549 2.1 9.9 41,9 -— 53.9 o "
1,424 . 2.0 9.8 34.5 -— 46.3 -
1,383 2.8 10.5 37.4 0.6 50.7 51.3
G Shasta 1974 1,368 1.5 2.0 52.8 - | 56.3 S
- 197 1,510 1.5 2.1 45.6 -— - 49.2 -,
- ’ 1’76 1’399 101 2.2 5507 -_— 59.0 ’ “
1977 1,427 1.7 2.2 — 0.7 59.6 60.3
Yolo 1974 1,411 8.9 10.6 30.8 - 50.3 -
1975 1,297 11.0 9.6 30.0 - 50.6 -—
1976 1,259 10.2 9.8 35.1 -— 55.1 -—
1977 1,300 10.5 10.8 35.8 2.6 57.1 59.7
Imperial 1974 1,259 2.9 2.9 46.3 -— S2.1 -—
1975 1,397 1.5 2.6 42.2 —-— 46.3 -—
1976 1,241 2.6 3.2 48.0 - 53.8 -
1977 1,227 3.2 3.6 47.0 2.2 53.8 56.0
Napa 1974 1,294 3.6 2.9 57.7 -— 64.2 -—
- 1975 1,258 3.3 3.6 57.9 -— 64.8 -—
1976 1,297 4.1 3.5 48.7 _— 56.3 -—
1977 1,221 3.3 3.5 49.3 2.8 56.1 58.9
Kings 1974 1,006 1.9 6.2 33.6 -— 41.7 —
1975 969 2.2 5.6 41.4 -— 49.2 -—
1976 943 1.5 6.6 42.5 - 50.6 -
1977 985S 1.2 s.1 4.8 1.1 51.1 52.2
Mendocino 1974 817 1.7 6.6 461.0 — 49.3 —
197 |- 838 2.5 7.0 §2.4 - 51.9 -—
1976 848 2.5 7.4 35.1 -— 44.0 L -
1977 | 822 2.1 5.4 38.9 1.7 46.4 48.1
El Dorado = {1974 800 2.4 5.8 29.6 -~ - 37.8
S 1975 825 3.3 9.1 35.8 - 48.2 —
‘ 1976 862 2.8 5.8 35.6 -— 44.2 L —
- e 1977 | 907 3.4 7.3 38.7 2.0 , 49.4 51.4

s
&
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Percentage Enrolling as Freshmen in* Fen
Year | of H.S. . o}
13976 } 299 - 8.4% - 8.4% 301X — ]
l976 | 270 | s. 7.0 318 -
1977 | 280 1.8 5.0 2.8 4.3
1974 289 1.0 3.1 37.0 -—
1977 264 1.5 3.0 -— 0.8 59.4 60.2
1974 254 3.2 7.1 45.9 — 55.2 -—
1975 275 2.5 6.9 69.8 — 79.2 -_—
1977 251 1.6 5.2 1.8 1.6 48.6 50.2
Del Norte 1974 249 0.4 7.2 25.7 -— 33.3 -
1975 238 004 509 3400 - 4003 -
1976 241 1.6 8.3 32.0 - 41.9 -
1977 197 2.0 7.1 21.3 0.5 30.4 30.9
1975 241 2.9 8.7 31.1 - 42.7 -—
1976 255 1.6 7.8 29.8 -_— 39.2 —
1977 265 1.5 9.8 38.5 5.3 49.8 55.
Calaveras 1974 207 1.0 1.4 32.8 - 35.2 —
1975 235 2.6 6.4 34.9° -— 43.9 -—
1976 222 108 702 3704 - 46.4 -—
1977 260 0.8 7.7 36.5 3.5 $5.0 48.5
TOTAL* 1974 | 289,417 5.1 7.6 41.3 - - 54.0 -—
1975 293,941 3.3 7.5 43.1 - 55.9 -— |
1976 } 289,454 5.1 7.8 1.7 - 54.6 -—
1977 285,360 5.2% 8.0 43.3% 3.62 56.52 60.1% -

* Percents were not calculated for Colusa, Amador, Trinity, Modoc, Mariposa,
Mono, Sierra, and Alpine counties because of the small numbers of high L
school graduates. However, data for these counties are included in the
"Total” figvres. o : :




APPENDIX C

- in Each of the Public Segments of California
- Higher Education, by County, Fall 1977

1. Pccougumemformadmmdy
for Fall 1977, using data described in Appendix B.
Since information sbout the proportions of male and
femsle gradustes from private high schools was incom-
plete, it was necessary to make estimates for some
counties, using information provided by nine of the
mmmammamt«mmof:m
schools in fifty-six counties.

2. Percentages for Community Colleges which appear in
parentheses are for Fall 1976. In such cases, data
fo: Fall 1977 appesred to be suspect.

Percantages of lleu and Haen Enrol’led as Ffrst-‘l‘ine Fresben- L




PPPEIDIXC

of Men and VNomen Enrolled as. F'lrst-‘l'iu
Fresl-m in Each of the Public Segments of
Caﬁfornia Higie;; m@, by Comnty,
e . Lo

Male
Female
-Male
Femzle
Male
Female
Santa Clara Male
Female
Female 7,343 5.5 9.5 §1.4
Sacramento Male 5,263 3.4 5.7 | 43.0
Female 5,493 3.8 7.4 46.7
San Bernarxdino Male 4,809 3.2 6.1 39.2
: Female 5.145 2.6 5.8 | 414
Contra Costa Male 4,767 9.1 6.9 | 4s.3
Female 5,026 8.6 8.3 43.4
San Mateo Male 3,796 6.1 6.8 | %71
Female 4,045 6.1 ,_'.7.5 o & 43.8
3.3 8.5 | 46.7
2.8 | 35 | 456
16
8.4

FullText Provided by enic [




an

.| Sumber of | -Enrelled as First-Time Frashmen in
Sex High School .

Graduates | UC csue | ccc Total

Rarn Male 2,357 2.3% 6.1 | 47.m% | 56.1%

: Female 2,502 - 1.5 7.8 (47.7) 57.0

- Santa Barbara Male 2,154 5.7 5.1 47.4 58.2
" San Joaquin - Male 2,043 2.4 2.5 56.0 60.9
. Sonoma Male 1,691 2.1 3.7 40.3 46.1
o Female 1,772 2.3 3.2 47.6 53.1
Matin Male 1,528 11.8 8.0 44.0 63.8
o Penale 1,698 10.5 6.5 45.0 62.0
' Monterey Male 1,448 5.9 4.6 59.9 70.4
) Female 1,597 4.8 5.1 58.1 68.0

_ Stanislaus ¥ . 1,275 2.4 4.4 544 61.2
o P aale 1,379 0.7 5.4 48.6 54.7
 Tulare Male 1,339 1.6 2.3 38.9 42.8
| Female 1,304 1.3 2.2 | S2.5 56.0

- Solano Male 1,303 3.6 b.b 43.5 51.5
_ Santa Cruz Male 958 4.2 3.3 46.9 55.0
: Female 982 4.8 2.3 49.6 56.7
 Mergzd Male 900 1.8 5.9 59.3 67.0
“ Female 925 1.7 6.3 53.9 61.9

_ Bumboldt Male 732 2.0 6.3 31.3 39.6
i Female 683 2.5 8.6 35.6 46.7
‘Placer | Male 867 2.4 3.2 42.0 47.6
San Luis Obispo | Male 692 1.7 9.2 46.4 57.3

| Female 758 1.6 9.9 44.6 56.1
 Butte Male 702 2.6 11.4 35.2 49.2
- Female 681 3.1 9.5 39.8 52.4
c-2
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Number of | Enrolled as First-Time Freshman in .

- -gex |- Bigh School —

Graduates uc CsSuc cce Total

Male 733 1.8 1.92 | (51.4)% ] 55.1%

Penale 694 1.6 2.4 (60.0) 66.0

Yolo | Male 649 9.7 9.9 | 31.0 50.6

Inperial Male 584 3.8 3.2 | 46.1 53.1

Female 643 2.6 3.9 47.9 Sh.4 .

Napa - | wale 576 3.5 2.8 48.4 S4.7
Female 645 3.1 4.2 50.1 57.4
Kings Male 467 1.5 4.9 51.8 58.2
Fazale 518 1.0 5.2 38.4 4.6

Mendocino Male 405 2.2 6.2 36.8 | 45.2

Penmale 417 1.9 4.6 41.0 47.5
E1 Dorado Male 467 4.3 7.5 37.0 48.8
Pemale 440 2.7 7.0 40.4 50.1

Sutter Male 309 1.6 3.6 56.0 61.2
Female 376 2.7 2.7 56.4 61.8
Yuba Male ‘ 218 4.1 1.8 (58.2) 64.1
Siskiyou Male 255 0.8 6.7 43.5 51.0

Fer .o 250 2.0 6.4 52.8 61.2

- Tehama Male 271 1.8 4.1 44.6 50.5
Famale 251 1.2 5.2 60.2 66.6
Madera Hale ' 311 0.3 8.0 43.4 51.7
Female 285 1.0 11.6 40.7 53.3
Nevada Male 247 0.8 4.9 36.0 41.7
Tuolumne Male 195 3.1 6.7 34.4 44.2
Female 180 1.7 9.4 43.9 55.0
Lake Male 153 2.6 5.9 (35.4) 43.9
.. Temale 158 0.6 6.3 (49.8) 56.7

c-3




C-4

) “Nunber of | Enrolled as First-Time Freshmea in-
Sex Bigh School

Graduates oc CsSuc cce Total
Male 177 1.12 2.3% 41.2% 44 .62

Fensle 178 1.7 9.0 44.4 55.1

Inyo Male 143 2.1 6.3 25.9 3.3
Fenale 137 1.5 3.6 40.1 45.2

Lassen Male 134 2.2 4.5 (45.8) 52.5
: 5 Female 130 0.8 1.5 (64.0) 66.3
San Benito Male 123 3.2 4.1 43.9 51.2
Female 128 0.0 6.2 39.8 46.0

Del Norte Male 84 2.4 7.1 22.6 32.1
Female 113 1.8 7.1 20.4 29.3

Plumas Male 126 2.4 4.8 546.0 61.2
Fenale 139 0.7 14.4 26.5 39.6

Calaveras Male 143 1.4 5.6 3.3 41.3
. Female 117 0.0 10.3 39.3 49.6
TOTAL Male 138,769 S.4% 7.6% 43.2% 56.2%
Femalie 145,664 5.0 8.4 §3.4 56.8

o7




APPENDIX D

 Percentages of High School Graduates Estimated To Be Eligible for
Admission to the University of California and the California
" State Unfversity and Colleges as First-Time Freshmen in

1‘

1975, Together With Gollege-Going Rates by County

Explanatory Notss

Freshman eligibility rates for the University of Califor-
nia and the California State University and Colleges were
obtained from the Coomission's 1976 study of the eligibil-
ity of a 3.5 percent sample of high school graduates in
1975. No percents are shown for ty-£five counties for
vhich fewer than ssventy-five graduates were included in
the sanple studied because of the uureliability of the
percents obtained from small samples.

2. %o "total eligible" percents vere computed since those

obtained for the State University are in most cases the
same as a total. This is trus in that most students who °
are eligible for the University are-also eligiole for the
State Universizy. All high school graduates are eligible
for admission to the Community Colleges, together with
non-graduates who can profit from ‘the instruction offered.

[ 2




APPENDIX D

Percentages of High School Graduates Estimated To Be Eligible for
-~ Admisston to the University of California and the California -

State University and Colleges as First-Time Freshmen in
1975, Together With College-Going Rates by County -

Total Percent Eligible Percent Enrolling
comey | phber o

craduates uc CSuC uc CSUC | Total

Los Angeles 91,048 162 352 6.2Z - 9.22  15.4%
Orange 27,079 17 39 5.3 7.4 12.7
San Diego 20,412 16 31 5.6 6.0 11.6

Santa Clara 17,829 22 44 5.7 9.2 4.9
Alameda 14,513 13 32 6.9 8.8 15.7
Sacramento | 11,202 12 31 8.8 6.8 10.6
San Bernmardino 10,509 12 41 2.7 5.2 7.9
Contra Costa 9,687 20 38 9.4 7.5 16.9
San Mateo 8,298 13 30 7.3 7.0 14.3
Venturs 7,085 1 24 3.1 3.5 6.6
Riverside 6,860 13 31 4.3 3.0 7.3
Fresno 6,438 12 35 2.0 12.1 14.1
San Framcisco 6,521 18 30 8.3 11.5 19.8
Kern 4,801 i0 31 1.7 6.9 8.6
Santa Barbara 4,386 18 38 5.8 4.8 10.6
San Joaquin 4,335 10 30 3.0 3.5 6.5
Sonoma 3,522 21 47 2.2 3.6 5.8
Marin 3,355 18 46 10.7 6.5 17.2
Monterey 3,145 14 39 4.8 5.3  10.1
Stanislaus 2,868 7 28 1.2 4.9 6.1

D-1
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Tetal

_Percent Eligible

Percent Enrolling

- 1 Bumber of
High School
“Graduates Uc Csuc uc csuc Total
2,654 82 az 1.92 . 2.9%2 $.82
2,582 7 24 4.8 4.4 9.2
Santa Cruz 2,156 5 32 3.9 2.8 6.7
35 counties
“with fewest
" ausber of h
H.S. graduates 22,652 102 33z 2.52 6.0%2 8.5%
23 cbunt:l.s
wvith largest
mmber of
H.S. graduates| 271,289 15 35 5.5 7.6 13.1
STATEWIDE . .
TOTAL 293,941 152 sz 5.32 7.52 12.82
O
-2 60




APPENDIX E

Summary of Information About Off-Campus Center Programs
Offered by Conmmmity Colleges in Counties Without

. '.
2.

~a Cormunity College Campus

Explanatory Notes

Information wvas cbtained in a special Commission
survey of the off-campus operations of the three
public segments in 1976. The present snalysis is
limited to Community College operations in 18
counties in which there are no collegiate institu-
dm,andin!ohmtyvhccthccuauuvu‘-

- sity of Californis cm but no Co-m:l:y concso.

Little is knssn at this time about the nsture of
the courses offared or the students served by
these off-campus centers. However, the statisti-
cal data displayed in the table are indicative of
the overall scope of these operations.
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Summary ‘of Information About Off-Campus Center Programs

Offered by Community Colleges in Counties Without

APPENDIX E

‘a Commity College Campus

Sumber | Number | Humber | ¥umber Bead- Full-

County of CCC |]of Loca-- of of Regis=| count Tine

3pousors tions Courses |tratious | Enroll Zguiv.
Amador 1l 3 - - - 303
| Credit 16 303 265 -
Roncredit 0 0 0 -
Calaveras 3 10 - -— - | 198
Credit 31 649 639 -—
Noncredit 1l 15 15 -—
Colusa 1 9 -— " -— -— 76

Credit 30 484 38S -—
Noncredit 7 138 138 -
Del Norte 1 13 -— - -— R.A.
Credit 92 1,460 N.A. —
Noncredit S 102 N.A. —
Glenn 2 12 -— - -— 179
Credit 60 946 190 -—
Noncredit 4 96 76 -
Inyo 1 3 -— -— -— N.A.
Noncredit 0 0 N.A. -—
Kings 2 5 - -— - 800
- Credit 106 2,358 1,747 -—
Noncredit 1 42 42 -
Lake 1 5 -— -— -— 132
Credit 42 870 661 -—
Noncredit 12 221 . 204 -—
Madera 3 9 -— - -— 22%

" Credit 63 1,063 357 -_—
Noncredit 0 0 0 -
Mariposa _ 2 5 -— -— -— 43
Credit 31 675 564 -—
Noncredit 9 249 217 -—

-1 62




E-2

o Number | Number | Number | Number | EHead- Fall-
County of CCC |of Loca= | of  |[of Regis=| count | Tims
Spousors tious Courses |tratious | Enroll. | Equiv.
Credit 16 204 194 -—
Noncredit 10 68 68 -—
Moo 2 4 -— - - 120
Credit 29 486 11 -—
Noncredit 0 0 ) -—
Nevada 1 2 -— -— -— 488
Credit 109 2,541 1,884 -—
Noncredit 0 0 0 -—
SCII wm 1 2 -— _— -_— '.A.
Credit 4 79 78 —
Boncredit 0 0 0 -—
Sierra 1 2 -— - -— 9
Credit & s7 S7 -—
Noncredit 0 0 0 —
Sutter 1l 22 - -— -— 323
Credit 46 977 952 —
Noncredit 2 633 624 -
Tehama 1 3 -— —-— -— 125
Credit 108 3,403 1,308 -—
Noncredit 7 220 180 -—
Trinicy 2 7 -— - - 107%
Credit 47 1,125 231 -
Noncredit 5 125 26 -
Yolo 2 14 - -— -— 381*
Credit gor | 2,564% | 1,497% -
Noucredit &= 41% 41> -
Total 18 136 -— -— -— 3,217
Credit 923 20,400 11,064 -
Noncredit 86 1,950 1,631 -—
* Incomplete data.
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APPENDIX F

Descriptive Data for Selected Counties With High and Low
College-Going Rates in California Higher Education,
Together With Statewide Data

Explanatory MNote

Ten counties with high percentages of recent graduates
enrolled in higher education snd six counties with
rather low percentages were identified for special
study, together with ten sparsely populated counties
vith few college~going high school graduates. The
table displays the following demographic data obtained
from the California County Fact Book, 1977-78 (pub-
memsw“umuonofc;n-
fornia, Sscramento):

® Percentages of "Black," "Spnnh-hlrim and
"All Other” minorities: July 1976, total popu-
iation estimates prepared by the nlploymt
Data and Resesrch Division, State Employment
Developaent Department, bu.d on ptopottions
from the 1970 Cansus.

¢ Percent unemployed: June 1977 data, not
seasonally adjusted, from the State Employment
Development Department.

® Per capita persona’ income: 1975 income data
from U.S. Departacnt of Commerce.

OPacén:svitthyimabweand.belav
certain levels: 1970 data, U.S. Department of
Housing and Community Development. _
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APENDIX F

Descriptive Data for Selacted Coustles Nith High and Low College-Sotng Rates
o Caltfomnfa higher Edcation, Together With Statevide ata

Mosber of | Bigh | Percent | Percent Misority Percent | Per Percent With -
.. ~ | Ingtitu~ |Partici- | Eligible - Unes~ | Copita Income
County tions in | potion for ‘ ployed |Personal §
County | at | Prestman | Black | Span/ | ALl ‘Income | Belw | Ator
‘ Adnfssion Amer | Other Poverty | Above .
- Counties With Highest |
* . Daxtictpation Rates
» Mria vocte | v |owelm| | @fm| mojses| | @
LI 1 Ind. e | OSUC: 46 |
" Contea Costa | 3 0CCs | w ml 9|1 8 | 7,30 6 | %
| 1 Ind, csuc: 38 ' |
San Praociseo | 110 ool [ 1B F M| 10 8| 0 Y
1(S0C | CSUC | CSuc: 30 ' ,
10 ;
¢ Ind,
Alaseds e | ow [ wn [ |n |0 [eue| 8 | om
1080 | csoc |csuc: 2
6 CCCs
2 Ind.
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APPENDIX 6

Peroentage Disu'ibution of Student Aid Commission Awards by County

‘of ‘Residence of Regipients, Together With Distributions of S
T High School Gradsates and First-Time Freshman =~ .
, : Enred ; mnts by County (Fall 1977) ' :

Explanatory Notes

Y
e =

1. Counties are ordered ip t—s of tot:al nnnbot of h:’.ah

9 ' school graduates, frod largest to smallest. Perceants
‘were obtained ty diwvidisg the statewide totals into the

mbcs for each coutity. Columms add to 100 percent.

', . 2. .Student aid. awa.::d data were obtained. fron the Student . = . R
Aid Commission in the form of zip codes in the home ‘ :
addresses of those to. whom awards ware offered for _ e

,fi:st tim for Fall 1977 L | - «_.\ : S
3. Total mmbers of awards were: Scholarship, %924' | o
©". . College Opportunity Grant, 6 863, Occupatioul Educad.on : S
.:lnd ‘rraining Grant, l,.337. - o
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APPEMJIX G

© Percentage Distribution of Student Aid Commissfon Awards by County
E of Residence of Racipients, Together With Distributions of

High School Graduates and First-Time Freshman
S E_nro'l'lments by County

(Fall 1977) | :
| Student Ald Avards
: Total Percent of - —
County Number of Total Scholar- College -
| Bigh School| Freshman | ship = [Opportmmity
Graduates | Earollment|  (A) Grant (B) |
Los Angeles 86,439 30.32 35.72 44,22 35.6%
Orange 26,921 10.3 7.1 3.0 3.6
San Diego 20,388 7.2 7.2 4.5 4.4
Saata Clara 17,630 6.0 5.7 3.9 5.6
Alameda 14,176 5.1 5.0 5.3 8.6
Sacramento 10,756 3.7 3.0 2.3 4.0
San Bernardino 9,954 3.0 4.0 2.0 2.8
Contra Costa 9,793 3.7 2.8 2.0 3.6
San Mateo 7,841 2.9 1.9 0.8 1.2
Veatura 6,932 1.3 2.6 1.5 1.4
| Riverside 6,634 2.1 2.4 1.6 15
Presno 6,399 2.2 1.3 5.2 1.8
San Pramcisco 6,208 2.5 3.5 4.7 2.4
 Rem 4,859 2.2 1.0 2.8 o6
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0.2 0.4
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NOTE (relating to Appendices H and I): The University of Califormia

reported 755 fewer transfer studeants from Commmity Colleges in
1977 than in 1976 (6,392 and 7,147, respectively). Incomplete
reporting by the Irvine campus accounts for about one-half of
the loss, wvith aumbers of transfer students from Community Col-
leges in Orange and Los Angeles counties most ssriously under—
stated (particularly Cerritos, Chaffey, Citrus, Coast, long
Beach, Los Angeles, North Orange, Rancho Santiago, and Saddle-~
back) . Significantly smaller numbers of transfer studeats to
the University were also found for four San Francisco Bay area
Commmity College districts, namely, Peralta, Sar Francisco,
Contra Costa, and San Mateo, which cannot be explained by errors
in reporting.




il

APPENDIX H

‘Flow of Transfer Students From the California Conumity Colleges to

1.

3.

the University of California and the California
State University and Colleges
(Fall 1977)

Explanatory Notes

California Commmity College enrollments for Fall 1977
were obtained from the Commission's Infomtionm
1978.

Information for the University of Cal:l.forn:h was obt:ined e
from worksheets provided by thetlnivnrsity.‘ Fall 1977
data were cbtained from reports submitted by thc Univer—

',_sity to the California Depm cfr:lmnet
Information for the California State Un:l;versity and’ co1-°7

leges was obtained from Table 9,. Undcgr&dnate‘rransfers‘

' from Califormia Commumity Colleges, Fall 1977, published

in the 1977-78 Statistical Report Nmba: 8, "Origin of

1977 Fa.ll Term En:rol]nm:: "




APPENDIX H

F‘low of Transfer Students Fm the Cahfornia Commty CO'Heges to

‘the University of California and the Ca'lifomia |

State University and Co‘lleges

(Fau 1977) o
Cosmunity |  Total Sumber of Transfers to | Nearest 2¢:m:at
District | for Credit uc csuc Campus CSUC Campus .
Allan .
Hancock 6,824 39 207 San Luis 332
Obispo
Antelope 4
Valley 5,958 30 158 Northridge 42
" Barstow 1,766 7 45 - —
Butte 6,399 15 364 Chico 81
Cabrillo 8,484 176 242 San Jose 38
Cerritos 21,040 24 589 Long Beach 46
. Fullerton 29
Chaffey 11,685 43 347 Pomona 43
~ Citrus 8,592 19 286 | Pomoma 46
. Valley 5,981 38 106 == -—
* Coast 62,693 219 1,243 | Long Beach 47
o ‘Fullerton 27
" Compton 5,935 33 225 | Dominguez 48
" Céitra-Costa 33,197 260 1,022 - -
oo El.Camino 27,355 160, 825 | Long Beach 42



Numbexr of Transfers to.

7,255

Commaunity Total Rearest | Percent at )
College | Earoliment . CSGC Nearest —
District | for Credic Tc csuc Campus CSUC Campus

Fremont~ ‘ '

Newark 0-345 16 159 San Jose 432

Hayward 31
Gavilan 2,847 17 91 - —
Glerdale 8,166 &9 307 Northridge 33
Los Angelics 32
Grossmont 15,628 79 552 San Diego 81
Hartnell 5,219 36 172 -— -—

Imperial
Valley 4,249 22 128 Lalexico 38

Kern:
Bakersfield 13,535 35 474 Bakersfield 54
Porterville 2,277 10 93 - -—
Cerro Coso 3,694 6 41 —-— —
Lake Tahoe 1,354 0 22 -— —_—
Lassen 2,364 3 52 -— —-—
Long Beach 31,671 62 833 Long Beach 75
Los Angeles 124,534 684 3,829 Los Angeles 72
« Northridge —
Dominguez” —
Hills
Long Beach -—
Los Rios 43,468 328 1,938 | Sacramento 80
. Marin 5,770 152 523 |San 34
: Francisco
Souoma 25
2,392 2 69 — -—
18




Total Sumber of Transfers to | Nesrest | Pexcent at
 Distzict | for Credit oC | CSUC | Campus | CSUC Ca -
Mira Costa 4,982 24 | 92 |San Diego 60T oL
‘Monterey |
Peninsula 7,890 100 234 -— -
Mt. San
Antonio 20,149 55 630 Pomona 46 -
Mt. San
Jacinto 2,602 15 40 -— -—
Napa 5,672 38 172 -— -—
North Orange 31,743 107 1,225 Fullerton 55
Long Beach .23
Palo Verde 558 2 16 - -_
Palomar 13,114 125 o 34 San Diegc 61
Pasadena 18,825 196 782  |Los Angeles 47
Peralta 32,337 177 664  Hayward 36
] San , 35
Francisco
Rancho | ,
Santiago 13,769 27 418 Fullerton - 57
Redwoods | 8,066 15 305 |Humbolde 64
Rio Hondo . 12,943 41 398  |Fullerton 3%
Riverside 14,137 154 333 |Sam | 39
' Saddleback | 14,822 | 72 | 326  |Fullerten
: 18,410 101 556 |Sam
R . 1 Bernardino




“Total

|Sumber of Tramsfers to

:‘CGuhnd:y,‘
- College | Enrollment ; ; csuc Nearest
- District j for Credit. uc 'CSUC Campus CSUC Campus . -
Francisco 26,914 189 974-= |San 77%
- Francisco
San Joaquin
Delta 16,677 82 511 -— -
San Jose 20,263 28 474 San Jose 86
San Luis
Obispo 5,263 16 162 San Luis 59
Obispo
San Mateo 32,413 205 1,079 San 39
Francisco
San Jose 25
Santa
Barbara 8,506 302 237 -— -—
" Santa
Clarita 3,127 11 112 Northridge 67
Santa
Monica 18,181 323 489 Northridge 47
Sequoias 7,000 29 329 Fresno 65
Shasta-
Tehama- .
Trinicy 10,494 31 239 - —_
‘Sierra 8,745 51 323 Sacramento 60
Siskiyous ,kﬁl,56l 8 59 - -—
Solano 9,520 61 223 - -




33,931

_ s;am‘cem:er' 18',952 42
‘Sweetwater 10,150 61
Ventnrav 254,456 219
_Center

Victor

Valley 3,330 10 82 - -—
West Hills 2,076 6 69 -— -_
West Kern 639 2 26 -— -_—
West Valley 20,072 162 742 San Jose 72
Yosemite 15,525 62 561 Stanislaus 45
Yuba 8,802 30 266 -— -—
Total 1,091,988 6,392 _ o




APPENDIX I

Numbers of Community College Students Who Transferred to the

1.

University of California and the California State

University and Colleges, 1965-1977, Together
#ith Numbers of First-Time Freshmen

Elanatog Notes

Information about aumbers of first-time freshmen and
transfer students in the State University was obtained
from the most recent California State University and

Colleges Statistical Abstract (July 1977) and Report 8

of the 1977-78 Statistical Report of the State Univer-
sity, "Origin of 1977 Fall Term Enrollments."

Similar information for University of California
students through Fall 1973 was obtained from these
game sources. Information for subsequent years was
obtained from University internal reports and work-
sheets, except for 1977 transfer studeant data which
were obtained from reports submitted by the University
to the Californja Department of Finance.
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APPENDIX 1

Numbers of Community College Students Who Transferred to the
" University of California and the California State
University and Colleges, 1965-1977, Together
"~ With Numbers of First-Time Freshmen

Commv Zollege Transfer Scudents| First-Time Freshmen

Year I il Yc;r Fall Term Ouly
ue csuc csue ue csuck

1965 2,948 14,603 - - 14,023
1966 3,761 19,295 - 12,341 15,574
1967 3,702 22,059 - 13,072 16,082
1968 3,785 26,596 - 11,665 18,844
1969 4,458 28,207 43,963 12,066 17,539
1970 5,166 29,059 49,245 13,233 18,984
1971 6,154 32,546 52,989 13,637 19,306
1972 7,165 34,619 53,820 14,358 22,094
1973 8,193 33,089 51,335 15,011 22,210
1974 7,813 32,646 51,144 14,915 22,886
1975 8,002 35,537 52,917 15,460 23,239
1976 7,123 32,653 51,230 | 14,935 - 23,498
1977 6,392 34,001 - 14,820 23,867

i

% About 90% of first-time freshmen.

Revised 10/25/78



